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Many Groups to Take Part 
In 7th POAU Conference 


New delegates representing ministerial alliances, fraternal orders, denomi- 
national groups, clubs, individual churches and POAU chapters, will be 
introduced at the 7th Annual POAU Banquet on Wednesday evening, Jan- 
uary 19, and at the Popular Luncheon on Thursday, January 20—both 
events, of course, being part of POAU’s two-day Seventh National Con- 


ference on Church and State in Wash- 
ington, D. C. As this issue goes to 
press, final preparations for the Con- 
ference are being completed. (See 
page 7 for Conference banquet and 
luncheon reservation forms.) 

Featured speakers at the Confer- 
ence will include Leo Pfeffer, noted 
attorney and author of Church, State, 
and Freedom, who will address the 
banquet; Dr. Stanley I. Stuber, well- 
known Baptist leader and author of 
A Primer on Roman Catholicism for 
Protestants, who will address the 
luncheon; the Rev. Dr. Harold J. 
Ockenga, famous evangelist and pas- 
tor of Boston’s Park Street Church, 
who will share the platform at the 
Constitution Hall meeting with 
POAU Executive Director Glenn L. 
Archer. During Thursday daytime 
sessions at the Mt. Vernon Place 
Methodist Church, “Field Reports 
from the Front Line of Religious 
Liberty” will be given by Dr. Harold 
E. Fey, executive editor of The 
Christian Century, speaking on “It 
Happened at Bradfordsville (Ky.)”’; 
the Rev. Dr. Frederick Curtis Fow- 
ler of Pittsburgh, who will analyze 
the recent court decision (now under 
appeal) cutting off public aid for 
sectarian child care institutions; and 
Dr. William A. Cook, reviewing the 
major struggle which took place in 
the North College Hill, O., public 
school system during his tenure as 
schools superintendent there. 

POAU board members Louie D. 
Newton, Frank H. Yost, Clyde W. 
Taylor and Ellis H. Dana will play 
leading roles at various Conference 
sessions. Citations for outstanding 





service to religious liberty will be 
presented by the Rev. Dr. Edward 
B. Willingham, minister of the Na- 
tional Baptist Memorial Church. 


Chapter Elections 


The Seventh National Conference 
will launch POAU’S 1955 program 
of activities. State and local chapters 
in many parts of the nation are, at 
the same time, opening the New Year 
with elections of officers according 
to the “board of directors” plan under 
which eighteen directors are elect- 
ed for three-year terms. These di- 
rectors then designate chapter offi- 
cers to serve for one year. 

In accordance with the careful 
business practices followed by the 
national board of trustees, financial 
reports from the chapters will be re- 
viewed during the executive session. 


Round-Table 


The Second General Session of the 
Conference, beginning at 2 P.M. 
Thursday afternoon in the Mt. Ver- 
non Place Methodist Church, will 
feature a round-table discussion of 
“Americans and Religious Liberty 


in Catholic Countries.”’ Dr. William - 


S. Stokes, professor of political sci- 
ence at the University of Wisconsin 
and a recent participant in the Co- 
lumbia University Bicentennial Cel- 
ebration, where he read a significant 
paper on Latin America, will join 
with Dr. Fey, Dr. Stuber and Dr. 
Taylor in the round-table discussion. 

Host pastor at the daytime ses- 
sions will be the Rev. Dr. Albert P. 
Shirkey. A talk on “What I Saw Be- 
hind the Purple Curtain” will be 





Soprano to Sing 
At 7th Conference 


Frances Palmer Breeze, former NBC 
dramatic soprano, will sing at the Con- 
stitution Hall mass meeting of POAU’s 
Seventh National Conference on 
Church and State, Thursday night, Jan- 
uary 20. 

Mrs. Breeze was for several years 
soloist with the NBC Symphony Or- 
chestra under the direction of Arturo 
Toscanini. She is a resident of Alex- 
andria, Va., and received her musical 
training at the Juilliard School in New 
York City. 

In addition to solo renditions, Mrs. 
Breeze will also lead the audience in 
the singing of “America.” 
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California Church Won't 


Swear—Must Pay Taxes 


Although it maintains that it is 
“qualified in every respect for church 
property tax exemption,” the First 
Unitarian Church of Berkeley, Cali- 
fornia, has decided to pay more than 
$2,200 in annual taxes rather than_ 
sign the “loyalty oath” required by 
the state’s recent Levering Act. Presi- 
dent Henry Butler of the church 
board of trustees announced that the 
congregation had already paid the 
first tax installment—$481.27—to the 
City of Berkeley, and an additional 
$662.50 to Alameda County. The act 
denies tax exemption to churches 
which refuse to submit to the oath. 

The church declared that “on the 
ground of religious conviction we 
cannot sign the oath declaration.” 
The Unitarian group’s conviction that 
the act violates church-state separa- 
tion is shared by many Protestant 
churches. A drive is on to raise funds 
for a court test of the law’s constitu- 
tionality. 








given at 3:30 P.M. by POAU Ex- 
ecutive Director Glenn L. Archer. 

The basic theme of the Conference 
will be, “Proclaim Liberty Through- 
out the Land.” 











Peron Seeks Complete Church-State 
Union Under Government Domination 


Juan Domingo Peron, the Argentine dictator who has furiously attacked 
certain officials of the Roman Catholic hierarchy recently (Church and 
State, December), could not have become president of his country without 
having been—as he is today—a member of “the Roman Catholic Apostolic 
Faith,” as required by Article 77 of the Argentine Constitution. Even while 


proclaiming that the “time has come 
to lop off the heads of the papist pup- 
pets” (statement of December 10), 
the pious Peron insists that his real 
aim is to bring about the closest pos- 
sible identification of the interests of 
church and state—with himself, of 
course, determining just what those 
mutual interests are. The Argentine 
Embassy in Washington vehemently 
denied on November 19 that there 
was any “conflict” between the gov- 
ernment and the church. The embas- 
sy’s release declared: 


“.,. . Although the Argentine Con- 
stitution assures all inhabitants of 
the land that they can ‘freely follow 
their beliefs’ (Article 26), the same 
fundamental charter establishes that 
‘The Federal Government supports 
the Roman Catholic Apostolic Faith’ 
(Article 2). This is not only incon- 
trovertibly true, but the present gov- 
ernment also introduced religious 
teaching in the schools as the most 
adequate and efficacious manner of 
impressing on the minds of the young 
the principles of the doctrine of 
Christ. But beyond the pro- 
visions of constitutional and legal 
texts, we have repeated public state- 
ments and the attitude of His Excel- 
lency, the President of the Argentine 
Republic, General Juan Peron, who 
identifies the conduct of politics 
within the Argentine State with the 
teachings of Christ. . . . This position 
was reaffirmed . when General 
Peron declared, in 1953, at the clos- 
ing ceremony of the First Congress 
on Religious Teaching: ‘I, as a Cath- 
olic, feel immense satisfaction at the 
task you have accomplished, and also, 
as a servant of the Christian doctrine, 
I feel the immense satisfaction of 
having begun to work constructively 
to bring this doctrine to realization 
in our community.’ The collabora- 
tion of the State and the Catholic 
Church, never closer than during the 
present regime, became manifest 
when, among other things, General 
Peron, by sponsoring the Franciscan 
Assumptionist Congress which took 
place in Buenos Aires in 1951, was the 
only chief of state who, officially, 
sent to the Holy See a request for a 
statement of dogma on the Assump- 
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tion of the Holy Virgin. . . .” “If 

. some priests have been the in- 
struments of unpatriotic interests 
which are foreign to the specific func- 
tion of the Catholic Church,” the em- 
bassy’s statement concluded, “the 
ecclesiastical hierarchy has taken it 
upon itself to withdraw its au- 
thority.” 

In spite of the vituperation heaped 
upon some of its leading members, 
and the jailing of at least ten priests 
(the number is increasing as we go 
to press), the hierarchy is going to 
great lengths to avoid an open break 
with Peron. Not only does the con- 
stitution tie church and state to- 
gether, but the country’s primate, 
Santiago Luis Cardinal Copello of 
Buenos Aires, has long been an ac- 
tive supporter of the Peronist party 
(Church and State Newsletter, 
March, 1949, April, 1950, and May, 
1951). The Roman church, of course, 
offered no protest in the summer of 
1953 when Peron appointed a com- 
mission to investigate whether Pro- 
testant missionary groups were a 
menace to national security because 
of an alleged proclivity for Commu- 
nism—is it, then, in any better posi- 
tion to protest when anti-government 
activity, “infiltration” into labor 
unions and plans to form a “clerical” 
political party, are charged against 
its own leaders? 

The current Argentine crisis is 
merely the latest example of the 
weakness of all churches—including 
the “established” one—under a sys- 
tem of church-state union. In all 
such “unholy alliances,’ someone 
must be boss—and, in a show-down, 
the “boss” is usually the state, with 
greater reserves of force at its com- 


-mand. It is not surprising, therefore, 


to find the Associated Press dispatch 
of December 12, reporting the arrest 
of the Rev. Dionisio Montero at San 
Andres de Giles, concluding on this 
note: “Roman Catholic sources here 
said ecclesiastical authorities had 
suspended Father Montero from his 
parish.” (He was the ninth to have 
been arrested.) From arrests, the 
Peron government moved on to more 
glaring affronts to the Church—first 


abolishing the National Department 
of Religious Teaching, the Inspec- 
torate General of Religious Educa- 
tion and the National Committee of 
Culture in order to place control 
over appointment of religious teach- 
ers more firmly in Peron’s hands; 
and then passing a bill legalizing di- 
vorce after one year’s separation and 
with the right to remarry. The 
Church protested both actions, but 
ineffectively. 

The Argentine church-state rela- 
tionship is governed by a modus vi- 
vendi consisting of constitutional 
provisions, treaties and executive de- 
crees, all of which, taken together, 
follow the usual pattern prevailing 
in formal concordats (Church and 
State, October, 1953, and March, 
May, July, September and October 
1954; see also POAU pamphlet Un- 
holy Alliance). Under this pattern, 
the “established” church gives up 
basic rights in return for the privi- 
leges granted to it by the govern- 
ment. In Argentina, for instance: 

“Congress has power . . . to regu- 
late the exercise of the ecclesiastical 
patronage throughout the Republic.” 
(Constitution, Article 68, Section 
19.) 

“The President of the Republic 

. exercises the rights of the Na- 
tional Patronage in the presentation 
of Bishops for Cathedral Churches, 
on the recommendation in ternary of 
the Senate |and]| grants or refuses 
passage to the Decrees of the Coun- 
cils, Bulls, Briefs, and Rescripts of 
the Supreme Pontiff of Rome, with 
the concurrence of the Supreme 
Court; a law being required when 
they contain general provisions of a 
permanent character.” (Constitution, 
Article 83, Sections 8 and 9.) 
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| NEWS Srom Far and Near | 


@ The British Council of Christians and Jews has been declared “out of 
bounds” for Roman Catholics upon order of the Vatican. Queen Elizabeth II, 
who is a Council patron, is reported by the London Sunday Express to have 
stated that the Vatican ban was imposed because the interfaith activity 
of the Council is considered a matter of cooperation among equals, whereas 
the Roman Catholic Church cannot accept the idea that other religions are 
“equal” to it. 


@ “At this time, there are two causes which are worthy of the 
prayers and support of Missouri Baptist churches and individuals,” 
declares the December 23 issue of “Word and Way,” Missouri Bap- 
tist Journal. One of the two, says the journal, is POAU, which “rep- 
resents the united effort of many groups to preserve the principle 
of separation of church and state ...,” and to block “the diversion 
of public school funds to parochial and private schools.” The other 
worthy cause, according to the editorial, is the Temperance League 
of Missouri. 


@ Reluctant to impose legal restrictions on pig-raising because a majority 
of the governing party is strongly opposed to religious coercion, the Gov- 
ernment of Israel continues to be subjected to pressure for new curbs. The 
argument is that pig-raising should be restricted out of respect for the feel- 
ings of both Jewish and Moslem populations. At present, pig-raising is be- 
ing confined to the predominantly Christian area around Nazareth, but the 
Government has left to municipalities the question of whether pork sales 
should also be restricted. 


@ “In custody cases ... the principle is established that the 
religious faith of the child’s parents must be given very serious 
consideration in the placing of a child, nor have we any intention 
of departing from that principle,” the Pennsylvania Supreme Court 
observed recently as it denied a petition of the Catholic Children’s 
Bureau calling for a reversal of a lower court decision in the Patricia 
Ann Kuntz case (“Church and State,” November). The Supreme 
Court opinion left Patricia in the custody of her maternal aunt, a 
Presbyterian, in spite of the fact that her dead parents had been 
Catholics, because other important factors involving the child’s 
welfare outweighed the religious factor, in the court’s judgment. 
The little girl’s parents were murdered at Grand Haven, Mich., in 
1953, and the court’s major concern has been to allow her to re- 
cover from the shock in different surroundings. 
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Ickes Diary Reveals FDR 
Effort to Guide Church 


The late President Franklin D. 
Roosevelt in 1939 toyed with the 
idea of exerting “indirect” pressure 
on the Vatican to secure the appoint- 
ment of a new archbishop for the 
Chicago archdiocese who would be 
friendly to the New Deal, an excerpt 
from the diary of the late Secretary 
of the Interior Harold L. Ickes has 
revealed. Published in Look magazine 
on December 14, Ickes notes indicate 
that the President was preparing to 
use a horse-trading technique in his 
effort to influence the Pope’s selec- 
tion, dangling the possibility of U. S. 
diplomatic relations with the Vatican 
as “bait” for the right decision. 

“T found that the President was 
concerned about the appointment of 
George Cardinal Mundelein’s succes- 
sor in the Chicago archdiocese,” 
Ickes wrote on October 14, 1939. “He 
hopes very much that Bishop Bernard 
Sheil, who is able and apparently a 
liberal, and who was more in the 
confidence of Cardinal Mundelein 
than anyone else, will be appointed. 
He said that he could not make a di- 
rect suggestion to the Vatican but he 
intended to do so indirectly. The new 
Archbishop from New York, Francis 
J. Spellman, was to come down to see 
him and apparently the President is 
working through him, just as he 
worked through Mundelein in support 
of Spellman.” 

Further details are given in suc- 
cessive entries of the Ickes diary. On 
October 20, 1939: “As Attorney Gen- 
eral Frank Murphy puts it, Sheil is 
being opposed by the weak apostolic 
delegate to this country and by other 
reactionaries because of the speech 
he made in support of the President’s 
neutrality bill. Frank is in favor of 
the President’s sending word directly 
to the Vatican.” 

On November 3, 1939: “The Presi- 
dent told me that he is considering 
seriously sending a representative to 
the Vatican, although not with full 
diplomatic standing. He also said that 
he would not do this if Sheil were 
not appointed Archbishop of Chicago. 
The President and I agreed that a let- 
ter to the Pope would not do because 
it might fall into wrong hands. Fin- 
ally, the President said that he might 
write a letter to Ambassador William 
Phillips in Rome and have Phillips 
go and talk to the Pope. He made a 
note on his pad of paper, which in- 
dicates always at least a serious in- 
tention to do something.” 


(Continued on page 7) 








Jesuit in Hit-and-Run 
Attack on Prof. Butts 


New York City’s Hotel Commo- 
dore was the scene on November 7 
of a heated verbal assault on the 
“integrity” of Professor R. Freeman 
Butts of Teachers College, Columbia 
University. The assailant was the 
Rev. Thurston N. Davis, associate 
editor of the Jesuit weekly, America, 
who sought through his attack on 
Professor Butts to cast discredit on 
United States Supreme Court Justice 
Hugo L. Black as well. Father Davis, 
who made his remarks publicly, later 
declined to discuss the evidence for 
his charges with Managing Editor 
Stanley Lichtenstein of Church and 
State on the ground that the matter 
was a private one between himself 
and Professor Butts. Lichtenstein, in 
a letter of November 8 to Father 
Davis, wrote: 

“According to today’s New York 
Times, you have publicly accused 
Professor R. Freeman Butts of hav- 
ing ‘twisted’ the import of a letter of 
Thomas Jefferson by taking it out 
of context on page 129 of his ( Butts’) 
book, The American Tradition in 
Religion and Education. Since there 
is nothing in the Times’ quotations 
from your address to indicate the 
nature of the material which you ac- 
cused Butts of suppressing, I am 
writing to ask you to enlighten me 
on this point. 

“And while we’re on the subject 
of ‘contexts,’ may I point out to you 
that your allusion to Justice Black’s 
‘honorific reference’ to Butts’ book 
takes the Justice out of context. If 
you will go back to his dissenting 
opinion [in the 1952 Zorach case}, 
you will find that in one sentence 
(with footnote) he refers to books 
by Newman, Moehlman, Thayer and 
Butts, and in the next sentence (with 
footnote) to opposing books by O’- 
Neill, Parsons and Van Dusen. There 
was nothing ‘honorific’ in any of these 
references.” 

Father Davis, replying on Novem- 
ber 10, said that he would “gladly” 
send a copy of his November 7 address 
but his “own manuscript was _ bor- 
rowed by a newspaper reporter and 

. not yet . . . returned.” He then 
twitted Lichtenstein by suggesting 
that perhaps Church and State, as a 
publication which believes in “demo- 
cratic diversity, freedom of expres- 
sion and our pluralistic tradition of 
dissent,” might like to have his manu- 
script “for editorial consideration 
and possible publication. . . .” He in- 
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dicated that the editor of “an edu- 
cational journal” was already con- 
sidering it for publication, but added 
that publication in Church and State 
might be “arranged.” Father Davis 
ended this letter with a brief dis- 
course on the dictionary definition of 
“honorific.” Lichtenstein wrote again 
on November 12: 

“T appreciate your letter of No- 
vember 10 but regret that it does not 
give me the simple piece of informa- 
tion which I requested in my letter 
of November 8. I would still like to 
have you quote for me the lines from 
Thomas Jefferson’s letter of April 21, 
1825, which, according to your way 
of thinking, would reveal that Profes- 
sor Butts had deliberately twisted the 
letter’s import. It seems to me that 
you should be able to give me this 
evidence without recourse to the text 
of your speech, which you say you 
do not have on hand. 

“When one man makes a serious 
charge against another—such as your 
assault on Professor Butts’ ‘integrity’ 
—my attitude is, ‘Put up or shut 


up.’ ” 


Counter-Proposal 


With regard to Father Davis’ 
tongue-in-cheek offer to submit his 
manuscript for publication in Church 
and State, Lichtenstein stated that 
anything submitted would be consid- 
ered “on its merits,” and suggested 
that the editors of America might 
want to consider the terms of an offer 
which the Church and State News- 
letter made to the editors of another 
Roman Catholic weekly, Our Sunday 
Visitor, in June, 1952. (At that time, 
POAU’s official organ publicly invited 
the Visitor’s editors to state their 
side of a then-current debate in 
space to be provided free by the 
Newsletter, in return for comparable 
space which would be provided by 
the Visitor for a reply by the News- 
letter editors. This offer was declined 
by the Visitor.) Lichtenstein ex- 
pressed the hope that America would 
accept such an offer in the interest 
of that “democratic diversity, free- 
dom of expression and our pluralistic 
tradition of dissent” to which Father 
Davis had referred in his letter. 

Nothing further was heard from 
Father Davis until December 9, 
when, in response to another letter 
from Lichtenstein inquiring why he 
had not replied, the Jesuit editor ob- 
served: 

“My public statements were con- 
cerned with a book written by Pro- 
fessor Butts... . 

“'. . If copies [of the Davis ad- 








Magna Charta Backers 
Were Excommunicated 


“Magna Charta, the fundamental 
basis of responsible government and 
freedom of the English-speaking peo- 
ple. By this King John’s despotic power 
was put to an end when he capitulated 
to the barons—ably supported by Ste- 
phen Langton, [Roman Catholic] Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury—at Runnymede, 
June 15, 1215. It states that it was 
granted on the advice of the Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury and of various 
other prelates and barons. It provided 
in substance that the ruling sovereign, 
like all other English citizens, must be 
subject to the law, both its letter and 
spirit. It also contained the historic 
introductory phrase, recently inscribed 
on the stone pulpit of Washington 
Cathedral: ‘That the Church of Eng- 
land shall be free, and enjoy her whole { 
rights and privileges inviolate.’ The last 
article (Chapter LXIII) repeats the 
guarantees of freedom to the English 
Church and of their rights and liber- 
ties to all. . . . In this connection it 
must be remembered that although the 
papal legate, the archbishop, and other 
prelates had helped to secure the 
charter, the pope (Innocent III) issued 
a bull, August 24, 1215, declaring it 
null and void, and followed this by ex- 
communicating the barons who had 
secured it, his stated reason being that 
it had been extorted from the king by 
force."—Anson Phelps Stokes, in 
“Church and State in the United 
States,” Vol. I, p. 130. 
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dress} become available, I shall be 
glad to distribute them to those who 
ask for them. With others than Prof. 
Butts, however, I feel myself under 
no obligation to discuss the matter 
further... . 

“Since you are not Prof. Butts, and 
since I am assuming that you do not 
officially represent him, may I ask 
you to terminate this correspondence 
without bothering to acknowledge 
this letter.” 

This, of course, was “‘jesuitic”’ 
reasoning at its worst. If the matter 
may not be discussed with anyone 
but Prof. Butts, then Father Davis 
had no business shouting his accu- 
sation from the rooftops in the first 
place. As the situation stands now, 
Father Davis’ charge has been re- 
ported in The New York Times with- 
out supporting evidence, and Father 
Davis has declined to furnish such 
evidence—at least, not to the man- 
aging editor of Church and State. He 
has not “put up” his proof, but he 
wants Church and State to “shut up” 
about it. 

(Prof. Butts’ book was reviewed in 
the Church and State Newsletter, 
June, 1950.) 
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Nuns 


‘Brainwashed’ Children 


To Aid McCarthy, Parent Says 


Lectures “on the virtues of Sen- 
ator McCarthy” had been given to 
parochial school children during the 
controversy which preceded Senate 
censure of McCarthy on December 
2, an irate Roman Catholic parent 
charged in a letter to Francis Car- 
dinal Spellman, archbishop of New 
York. Robert L. McCaffery of Tuck- 
ahoe, three of whose four children 
attend Roman Catholic schools, said 
that teaching nuns at the Immaculate 
Conception School in Tuckahoe had 
not only “lectured” in favor of Mc- 
Carthy but also had circulated the 
pro-McCarthy petitions of the Ten 
Million for Senator McCarthy organ- 
ization. 

“This brain-washing being given 
my children is a disgrace, and I can- 
not understand how Church authori- 
ties condone it,” McCaffery wrote. 
“My daughter in St. Gabriel’s High 
School [New Rochelle] is also sub- 
jected to almost daily praise of the 
Senator. 

“Vesterday, | November 25], a new 
low level was reached. Each of my 
children was requested by the Nun 
to sign one of the petitions being 
circulated to obtain 10 million sig- 
natures. 

“In other words, the proponents 
of Senator McCarthy are using Cath- 
olic schools to obtain what amounts 
to forgery, if we consider that these 
petitions should be signed only by 
people capable of judging the merits 
of the matter.” 

McCaffery added that while he had 
been “appalled” at the number of 
Catholic friends “who boast that they 
have signed their names and other 
names several times to the petition,” 
none of them had stooped “as low 

. as those who have permitted 
this mockery of having infants put 
their names to controversial matters 
about which they cannot possibly 
have a judgment.” 


Threatening Calls 


Later, McCaffery revealed that 
publication of his letter had involved 
his family in a “miserable experi- 
ence.” On one Friday evening, he 
said, his oldest daughter had counted 
35 telephone calls, 17 favoring Mc- 
Caffery’s stand and 18 opposing it, 
with many of the latter couched in 
bitter and obscene terms. Some had 
threatened to cancel their insurance 
with the company for which McCaf- 
fery works. By 9 P.M., he noted, he 
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had been forced to take the phone 
off the hook. 

McCaffery was not the only per- 
son to charge the parochial schools 
with pro-McCarthy proselytization. 
A “public employee whose job brings 
her in contact with pupils” of a 
Brooklyn parochial school reported 
that nuns at the school had dis- 
tributed the pro-McCarthy petitions. 
She asked that her name not be 
made public. 

McCaffery’s charge was denied by 
Msgr. Joseph A. Kerwin, director of 
the Tuckahoe school. With regard to 
the anonymous public worker’s 
charge, the Rt. Rev. Henry M. Hald, 
associate schools superintendent for 
the Roman Catholic Diocese of 
Brooklyn, said: “. . . if it’s been done, 
it’s been done without the sanction 
of the superintendent of schools.” As 
for Cardinal Spellman, he was “not 
available for comment” on McCaf- 
fery’s letter. 


“Unofficial” View 


On December 11—after the cen- 
sure vote—some criticism of Senator 
McCarthy was voiced over Washing- 
ton Radio Station WGMS by a 
clergyman who “emphasized that he 
was giving his opinion as an indi- 
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No School Aid, No War 
Service, Prelate Warns 


The Government of New Zealand 
was recently threatened with the pros- 
pect of a Roman Catholic “stay-at- 
home” strike against wartime military 
service if it does not agree to subsi- 
dize church education. In an address 
at -the opening of a new convent and 
school in Paraparaumu, Archbishop Pe- 
ter McKeefry said: 

“In the matter of our schools we 
are only asking for justice. We are 
tired of being fobbed off, and | say 
that should another war come and if it 
has to be fought overseas, then my 
thought at the moment is | would feel 
inclined to call on our own men to 
stay home whilst those who deny us 
justice here can do the fighting over- 
seas.” 

Of course, what the Archbishop calls 
“justice” is denied by all governments 
which guarantee complete religious lib- 
erty under the system of church-state 
separation. Will Roman Catholic pre- 
lates in the United States also take 
up this strategy of threatening to 
“strike” unless the Constitution is ab- 
rogated in practice? 
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vidual priest and not as a spokes- 
man for the Roman Catholic 
Church.” He was the Rev. Dr. 
Charles A. Hart, professor of philos- 
ophy at the Catholic University of 
America and secretary of the Ameri- 
can Catholic Philosophical Associa- 
tion. During a broadcast of the “Pas- 
tor’s Study,” a listener telephoned 
the following question to him: “What 
do you think of Senator McCarthy? 
I used to be very friendly to him at 
one time but can’t go along with him 
now.” Dr. Hart replied that as a 
Christian he objected to Senator Mc- 
Carthy’s apparent lack of charity and 
disregard for the dignity of the hu- 
man personality. Following the broad- 
cast, Station WGMS offered free 
time to the Senator for any reply he 
cared to make. 





Church ‘Wards’ Shouldn’t 
Teach, Kentuckian Holds 


Roman Catholic sisters, “religious- 
ly robed and religiously named and 
religiously dedicated to their own Ro- 
man Catholic Church, are completely 
out of place in Kentucky free pub- 
lic schools which are supported by 
public taxes of Catholics, Jews, Pro- 
testants, Baptists, pagans, and other 
American citizens,” Attorney Eugene 
Siler contended in an appeal filed 
early last month with the Kentucky 
Court of Appeals. Siler, representing 
the Kentucky Free Public Schools 
Committee, a POAU affiliate, is con- 
gressman-elect for the Eighth Dis- 
trict, a former Appeals Court judge 
and until recently moderator of the 
General Association of Baptists in 
Kentucky. 

Siler asked the court to overturn 
the earlier decision of Franklin Cir- 
cuit Judge W. B. Ardery upholding 
the nuns’ right to hold public school 
posts (Church and State, October, 
1954). He argued that Judge Ardery 
had not taken into account the con- 
flict between the duties of a public 
school teacher and the vows solemnly 
taken by members of Roman Catho- 
lic teaching orders; also, that Judge 
Ardery had committed reversible 
error “in saying that the Nelson 
County Fiscal Court was a necessary 
party to this suit.” Siler explained 
that the plaintiff, James C. Rawlings, 
had not sought an injunction against 
the Fiscal Court because he did not 
contend that the latter had violated 
any law in supporting county paroch- 
ial school busses. “But we did com- 
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Kentucky Case 
(Continued from page 5) 


plain,’ Siler continued, “about the 
Nelson School Board dipping into its 
own public school funds and appro- 
priating $2,643.84 last year to sup- 
plement parochial school bus ex- 
penses in Nelson County over and 
above the $10,000 legally appropri- 
ated.in that same year by Nelson 
fiscal court... .” 

With regard to the sisters’ status, 
Siler stated that he was not question- 
ing their scholastic standing or moral 
qualifications, nor would he deny 
the eligibility of “the ordinary Roman 
Catholic citizen” to teach in the pub- 
lic schools. 

“In the decision of the trial court 
in this case,” he observed, “we have 
Roman Catholic sisters referred to by 
the court as if they were individual 
citizens earning their individual live- 
lihood when actually they are in no 
such status, for they are really wards 
of the Roman Catholic Church, and 
their salaries are, as stipulated in this 
case, channeled right in the over-all 
work of the Roman _ Catholic 
Church. ... 

“The very obvious conclusion is 
now inescapable, as the Catholics 
themselves so clearly stated, ‘the 


Catholic and non-Catholic school 
systems are absolutely irreconcil- 
able.’ 


“And if that is so, why not let our 
Catholic friends of peculiar devotion 
and solemn oath and religious garb 
run the Catholic system and let other 
people, including ordinary Catholics, 
run the non-Catholic system?” 





Building Permit Question 
Flares in Several Areas 


Important questions ‘concerning 
the constitutional rights of freedom 
of religion, speech and assembly and 
the rights of individuals and groups 
to band together in communicating 
their ideas and beliefs outside of 
the public school system” are in- 
volved in a zoning dispute in Pied- 
mont, California, according to a 
statement recently submitted to the 
California District Court of Appeal 
by the American Civil Liberties 
Union of Northern California. Simi- 
lar disputes have arisen in the North 
Shore village of Sands Point, Long 
Island and in Rochester N. Y. 


In the Piedmont case, the ACLU 
obtained court permission to file a 
brief supporting the right of the 


6 








Roman Catholic Welfare Corporation 
to build a parochial school in the 
area. The organization indicated that 
it would make the following points, 
among others: That the exclusion of 
all private schools by the City of 
Piedmont is a restriction on the free 
exchange of ideas; that such exclusion 
is a denial of equal protection of the 
laws in violation of the Fourteenth 
Amendment; and that the ban is an 
unjustifiable exercise of the police 
power without any reasonable rela- 
tionship to the common good in viola- 
tion of the due process clause of the 
Amendment. A similar stand was tak- 
en by the American Jewish Congress, 
which, through attornies Ira W. Barr 
and Leo Pfeffer, contended that “Sec- 
tarian education is the very essence 
of religion,” and that a ban on the 
building of sectarian schools is a vio- 
lation of religious freedom. 

In the Sands Point case, the Port 
Washington Community Synagogue 
is suing to invalidate a zoning re- 
striction adopted last summer two 
weeks after the synagogue had an- 
nounced plans for the conversion of 
an old mansion into a Jewish temple. 
The suit is pending in the Mineola 
Supreme Court. 

The New York State Supreme 
Court has been asked to rule on the 
Rochester case, involving an appli- 
cation to build a Roman Catholic 
church. 

Presbyterian and Jewish leaders 
campaigned successfully last summer 
for removal of a ban on church build- 
ing in the Meridian Hills suburb of 
Indianapolis, Indiana. Pleasantville, 
N. Y., and Wyncote, Pennsylvania, 
have also had church-versus-zoning- 
board _ difficulties during recent 
months. 
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Rome Police Remove 
Church Sign Again 


One month after Italy’s highest 
appellate court had ruled in favor 
of religious liberty in a case involv- 
ing the Assemblies of God (Church 
and State, December) Rome police 
on December 11 forcibly removed an 
identification sign from Church of 
Christ headquarters. As they had 
done with a similar sign last Febru- 
ary, the police chiselled off the eight- 
inch bronze letter spelling out 
“Chiesa di Cristo,” over the protests 
of American missionary Cline R. 
Paden of Brownfield, Texas, who pro- 
duced a copy of an opinion of the 
public prosecutor holding that the 
police chief had no power to order 
forcible removal. 

Not only did the police again re- 
move the sign, but they prevented an 
Associated Press photographer from 
taking pictures of the event, shoved 
another unidentified would-be pho- 
tographer and confiscated his camera, 


and questioned the Rev. Gerald 
Paden (Cline R. Paden’s brother) 
and Lieut. Everett Golden of the 


U.S. Air Force and a sect member, 
at police headquarters for 2'4 hours. 
Police announced that they would 
fine Cline R. Paden for posting the 
sign “without authorization.” Paden 
said he had been told that objections 
to the sign had been made to the 
police by priests of the Roman Cath- 
olic Church of Christ the King 
(“Cristo Re’) which is near the 
Church of Christ building. Attorney 
Giacomo Rosapepe, his attorney, im- 
mediately launched a legal fight 
against the action. 
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Ickes Diary 


(Continued from page 3) 


On November 19, 1939: “Bishop 
Sheil called at the White House and 
he was delighted with the reception 
that the President had _ given 
him... .” 

On January 21, 1940: “Archbish- 
op Samuel Stritch of Milwaukee has 





Church Marital Laws 
To Bind U. S., Spain 


United States military and civilian 
personnel in Spain will not be able to 
enter into mixed marriages unless 
they conform to Roman Catholic 
Canon Law on the subject, if the 
terms of a preliminary agreement re- 
cently negotiated between Spanish 
and American authorities are actual- 
ly adopted. 

“We got everything we wanted,” 
a high-ranking American officer of 
Roman Catholic faith was reported 
to have said of the agreement in an 
Associated Press dispatch of Decem- 
ber 26. But in New York the Very 
Rev. Dr. James A. Pike, dean of the 
Cathedral of St. John the Divine 
(Episcopal), blasted the understand- 
ing as a move “to sell down the river 
our most precious heritage, our reli- 
gious freedom.” He observed that 
United States officials were appar- 
ently afraid “of any friction with 
Spain, which is so financially depend- 
ent upon us it is absurd.” 

The draft agreement, it was re- 
ported later, must be approved by 
the Pentagon before taking effect. 
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been appointed Archbishop at Chi- 
cago to succeed Mundelein. The first 
thing that the President said to me 
when I went into his office for lunch 
was: ‘Well, you and I have had a 
pretty severe blow today in Chicago.’ 
I still do not believe that the Presi- 
dent went very far in trying to bring 
about the Sheil appointment. I do not 


think that the Vatican would have 
dared to turn him down. ... 

“T took up with the President the 
matter of trying to bring about the 
appointment of Bishop Sheil as Arch- 
bishop of Washington. Undoubtedly, 
he is interested, but also, undoubted- 
ly, he seems to be afraid of sticking 
his neck out.” 





BANQUET OPENS 7TH CONFERENCE 
PUBLIC SESSIONS—RESERVE NOW 


If you haven't registered for POAU’s Seventh National Conference on 
Church and State (January 19-20) and secured reservations for its banquet 
and luncheon meetings, now is the time to do it. Use form below. 


BANQUET. Wednesday evening, January 19, 6:30 
P.M. Attorney Leo Pfeffer, speaking on “The 
Church as an Instrument of National Policy.” 
Award of citations. Informal. Tickets $1.75 (place 
of banquet to be indicated on ticket). Reserve in 
advance. 


‘FIELD REPORTS FROM THE FRONT LINE OF RE- 
LIGIOUS LIBERTY.’ Thursday morning, January 20 
and continuing through the day at the Mt. Ver- 
non Place Methodist Church. Speakers: Dr. Harold 
E. Fey, Dr. Frederick C. Fowler, Dr. William A. 
Cook. 


POPULAR LUNCHEON. Thursday, January 20, 12 

noon. The Rev. Dr. Stanley I. Stuber, author of “A 
Primer on Roman Catholicism for Protestants,” speaking. Introduction of 
chapter officers, delegates, representatives of churches and organizations. 
Tickets $1.50 (place of luncheon to be indicated on ticket). Reserve in 
advance. 


MASS MEETING. Thursday night, January 20, at 8 P.M. in Constitution Hall. 
Speakers: The Rev. Dr. Harold J. Ockenga, “The Peril We Face”; Glenn 
L. Archer, “Report to the People.” General admission free; $1.00 advance 
reservation to secure two seats in reserved section. 





Harold E. Fey 
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POAU Registration Desk 
1633 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W. Date , 1955 
Washington 6, D. C. 


(Please check X) 





[] Reserve ......... Banquet tickets for me ($1.75 each) Seater anne a 
[_] Reserve .......... Luncheon tickets for me ($1.50 each) Diccievieiincaie 
[_] I wish to register for the Conference ($1.00) RCE ae 
[] I will help sponsor the Conference, with a gift of 

sg, BOD ins Dect (Sponsors receive a reserved box 

of 5 seats or 8 reserved section tickets) RE Sees 
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Vatican Says U. S. School System 
Has ‘Tragic’ Liking for Freedom 


A “misunderstood respect for the opinions of all” causes the American pub- 
lic school system to be “unjust” to parents who want government aid in provid- ‘ 
ing religious education for their children, the Vatican newspaper, ‘‘L’Osservatore 
Romano,” declared on December 14. The comment was made in a review of 
a book on “Liberty of the School and Family Education,” by the Rev. Lino A. Ciar- 


The “L’Osservatore Romano” review was confused and full of self-contra- 
dictions. While on the one hand it attacked U. S. education for respecting “lib- 
erty” so much that religious instruction is excluded, on the other hand it warned 
American Catholics that “in their present position as a strong minority in a 
country where they are surrounded by an atmosphere of liberty and general sym- 
pathy, they ought to think twice before, hoping to win improvements, they make 
any move that might cause them to lose what they have.” At this point, the 
reviewer was recognizing the fact that what he had called “misunderstood respect 
for the opinions of all” is the very thing which enables Roman Catholics to have 
freedom of religion in a country where they are outnumbered by non-Catholics. 
Yet the main theme of the review was that America’s deep-rooted respect for 
freedom is a “tragedy,” and the constitutional ban on government support of re- 
ligious education an “unjust” discrimination against Christian parents. 
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Arizona State College 
Bans McLoughlin Talk 


The Arizona Republic of Phoenix 
recently revealed that last March a 
campus group at Arizona State Col- 
lege was pressured into cancelling 
a discussion of “Psychology in Re- 
ligion” because the scheduled speak- 
er, Emmett McLoughlin, was con- 
sidered by the college president to 
be “controversial.” “We don’t want 
speakers who offend people, especially 
people’s religious views,” President 
Grady Gammage admitted having 
told Dr. H. Clay Skinner, psychology 
department head and advisor to Psi 
Chi, the sponsoring organization. Em- 
mett McLoughlin is the former Ro- 
man Catholic priest who directs Me- 
morial Hospital in Phoenix, and who 
on January 21, 1954, addressed the 
Constitution Hall session of POAU’s 


- 


Sixth National Conference on Church 
and State. 

The explanation offered by Presi- 
dent Gammage (and by other 
authorities who have similarly sup- 
pressed freedom of speech) was, of 
course, sheer rationalization. Actual- 
ly, the subject and speaker were 
both “controversial.” If controversy 
is to be banned from college cam- 
puses then whole departments will 
have to be abolished—political and 
social science, literature, art, music, 
psychology, religion, and so on right 
down the line. Indeed, the most im- 
portant questions in human life are 
always controversial. President Gam- 
mage’s further statement that he 
acted after receiving a call “from a 
prominent Catholic leader in Phoenix 
protesting having McLoughlin 
speak,” makes the college president’s 
position even weaker. On this basis, 
the persons who agree with Mc- 
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Loughlin’s religious views could pro- 
test the appearance on the campus 
of any Roman Catholic speaker, and 
President Gammage, if he were to act 
equitably, would have to ask can- 
cellation of all such addresses as well. 


Problem Widespread 


Democracy needs men of courage 
who will act to put the speech- 
banners and book-burners to shame. 
Courage and cowardice know no 
sect—the problem is not merely 
“Catholic” or “Protestant” or “Jew- 
ish,” it is rather a universal Auman 
problem. This can be illustrated by 
innumerable incidents similar to the 
Arizona State College incident. For 
instance: 

In October, 1953, it was revealed 
that a December 11 Bill of Rights 
observance would not be held in the 
Los Angeles Philharmonic Auditor- 
ium as scheduled because Methodist 
Bishop G. Bromley Oxnam had been 
invited to speak, and he was con- 
sidered ‘“‘too controversial a figure” 
by leaders of the Temple Baptist 
Church, owners of the auditorium. 
The meeting was held instead on 
December 18 at the First Methodist 
Church of Los Angeles. 


In February, 1949, the rabbi of 
the Hebrew Center at Lyndhurst, 
N. J., invited a local Episcopalian 
minister to speak at a March 18 
meeting under Center auspices. The 
latter accepted and indicated that 
his subject would be the separation 
of church and state, to which the 
rabbi “enthusiastically” agreed. The 
minister let the rabbi see his ‘“con- 
troversial” text well in advance of 
the March 18 meeting, and also 
used the same material in his talk to 
his own congregation on February 
27, with the rabbi in the audience. 
Some time before the scheduled ad- 
dress at the Hebrew Center, how- 
ever, the rabbi phoned the minister 
and told him that two Knights of 
Columbus members, parishioners of 
the Sacred Heart Church, had called 
upon a Jewish businessman whose 
store was near their church and 
stated that if the minister’s talk were 
delivered as scheduled the Jewish 
community would be subjected to 
economic and other reprisals. The 
rabbi asked the minister to speak on 
another subject, but the minister re- 
fused. The invitation was then re- 
scinded. 

Examples could be multiplied, but 
the moral of all the stories is the 
same: Every “cancellation” made un- 
der pressure is really a voluntary 
surrender to the forces of bigotry. 
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